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BRETHREN EVANGELIST. 


the divihe oallihg, 

B. C, MOOMAW. 

In the discussion of this series of sub- 
jects, we must bear in mind that all the 
momentous acts described in Rom. 8 : 29, 
30, are distinctively and solely the oper- 
ations of the divine will in the work- of 
salvation, that they come frora God, and 
that they represent his side of the cove- 
nant in the carrying out of a purpose def- 
initely settled and determined «pon, in 
respect to each individual concerned, be- 
fore the foundatíon of the world. Eph. 
r : 4. The argument rssts upon the 
same basis as that in rcference to pre- 
destination, namely, that God knew the 
end from the beginning, and that his fore- 
knowledge is equivalent to his decrees, 
modified only by the independent action 
of the absolutely free will with which he 
has endowed his intelligent creatures, 
both àngels and men. Lange says that 
divine prescienee is something morè than 
the prophet's knowiedge of the futurc. 
With God, he says, "to know and to do 
are identical." The prescienee of God is 
creative. There is, consequently between 
prescienee and predestination the necessary 
relation of a general to a specific term. 

While this is logically true, yet it is 
modified or balanced by other truths of 
eqtial weíght and importance. The hu- 
man will is inviolable. God himself will 
not evade it or coerce it. It is possible 
therefore for the will of a man or of an àn- 
gel to defeat the wish and the purpose of 
God, (with God, wish and purpose are 
equivalent terms) in respect solely to 
themselves, but certaiuly not in respect 
to anything outside of themselves. 

The bearing of these observations upon 
the divine calling is obvious. It may be 
statcd in the form of qüestions : Is the 
divine calling limited or unlimited?' 
Would God call those whom he knew be- 
forehand would not respond to the call- 
ing ? Is there such a thing as an ineffect- 
ual calling ? Is the calling made effectual 
by our own acts, or solely by the will of 
God? 

In reference to the first question we 
must admit that in a certain very impor- 
tant respect the divine calling is limited. 
The Gospel is the divinely appointed 
agent of the divine calling. But even 
since the middlewall of partition between 
Jews and Gentiles has been broken down, 
can it be said that the Gospel hàs been 
preached to every creature ? Are there 
not even now hundreds of millions who 
have never hcard it? Can it be said 
therefore that the divine calling has been 
extended to all ? Have not wholenations 
been exçluded from it ? It is true that 
the great coraraissiòn commands the 


preaching of the Gospel to all nations, 
and to every creature, but as a matler of 
fact it has never been done. It will be 
done, for the command is equivalent to a 
prediction, but until it is fulfilled there 
must of necessity be vast multitudes un- 
to whom the call has not come. 

But the divine calling is limited in an- 
other very important respect. There is a 
difference in regard to its effect upon in- 
dividuals. With some it is effectual, 
while with others it is ineffectual. The 
Calvinists in order to save their dogma 
of arbitrary election have drawn a theo- 
logical distinction between the "external 
calling" and the "internal calling," mak- 
ing the first ir.effectual, and the last ef- 
fectual. But this view of the case is dis- 
honoring to God in that it attributes to 
him the mockery of calling men whom, by 
his own predestination, he has arbitrarily 
exçluded from the possibility of salvation. 
In the calvinistic view God determines 
the difference betwc'en the effectual and 
the ineffectual calling, or in other woids 
he determines who shall have the "exter- 
nal" and who the "internal" call. In the 
equitable, or as we understand it, the 
scriptural view, there is but one divine 
call, which, while it may be geographic- 
ally, or providentially limited, is not po- 
tcntially limited, except by the will of the 
individual unto whom it comes. 

It is perfectly consistent with this view 
that God should call those whom he knew 
beforehand would not respond to the call- 
ing. Since all to whom the call provi- 
dentially comes may make it potential 
and effectual by accepting it, the respon- 
sibility of its rejection rests wholly with 
them, and God is clear. It is a very sig- 
nificant and instructive fact that all the 
great doctrines of grace are so stated as 
to awaken the most definite sense of per- 
sonal responsibility. Without this they 
would be meaningless. Without the free- 
dom of choice, and the responsibility 
which attends it, there would be no such 
thing as a moral or an immoral action. 
It might make a vast difference with us 
whelher we received the divine calling or 
not, but nobody would be to blame for 
not receiving it, or having received it, for 
not being able to accept. There is such 
a thing as an ineffectual calling, but in 
every case it has been rendered ineffectual 
by a perverse will ; therefore we are ex- 
horted togive diligenceto make our "call- 
ing and election sure," a care which 
would be entirely superflnous except up- 
on the essential hypothesis of a vital co- 
operatton between man and God. 

The divine calling is the first phenome- 
non in conversiofi, and comes through the 
usual means of grace, the preaching of 


the Word, and the influence or operation 
of tbe Holy Spirit. AH who hear and un- 
derstand the Word receive that call. All 
who obey it make the call effectual to 
their salvation, and put themselves in the 
line of God's purpose, leading on to justi- 
fication and sanctification. The call is 
wider than the salvation because all who 
hear it do not obey it. "Many are call- 
ed but few chosen." While a Paul could 
consecrate to it his learning and genius, 
an Apollis his eloquence, a Pstcr his zeal, 
and a John his love, while thousands of 
noble men and women have surrendered 
all, and laid down their lives for it, there 
are vast multitudes who prefer the pleas- 
ures of sin for a season, and that makes 
all the difference for the world that now 
is, and that which is to come. 


THE SUBSTANGE OF THINGS HOPED FOE. 

Lay your heart bare, and teli us what 
has come to that lovcd one whom you 
cannot wake from sleep. Why should 
there be an element of bitterness running 
through" your sorrow ? Over and above 
the pain of parting, is there not a sense 
of doubt as to the other life, and is it not 
that which makes your grief prick Ükc a 
thorn ? Would you feeí the same if he 
had gone to Colorado, or to any region 
of the earth where communication by 
mati or telegraph is impossible? If not, 
what is the difference in your outlook, and 
what are the rea sons for it ? 

A careful self-examination will proba- 
bly show that you are tremutous with un- 
confessed uncertainty. If you had a sure 
and well-established faith, you would 
know that, so far as he is concerned, he 
is far better off where he is than he was 
when you kissed him good-night a weck 
ago. Ueneath all your weeping would be 
a feeling of gratitude that he has been 
promoted to higher responsibilities, and 
summoned to an environment which is in- 
comparably better than any afforded by 
this lower life. He has solved the prob- 
lera of death, has passed through the dark 
valley, and is on the sunny uplands of im- 
raortality. Would you call him back, íf 
you could, to suffer still further the stings 
and arrows of outrageous fortune ; or do 
you rather congratulate him on his arriv- 
al in heaven and on the sweet coinpan- 
ionship ot those not lost, but gone before. 
— New York Herald. 


So live with men as considering always 
that God sees thee ; so pray to God as if 
every man heard thee. Do nothing which 
thou wouldst not have God see done. De- 
sire nothing which may either wrong thy 
profession to ask or God's honor to grant. 
': — Bishop Hens hate. 


